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SOME PATTERNS OF VARIABILITY IN THE USE OF DIMINUTIVE AND
AUGMENTATIVE SUFFIXES IN SPOKEN MODERN GREEK KOINE (MGK)

P. DALTAS

The following study of diminutive and augmentative suflixdtion in Modern Greek Koine is based on
a variationist model of analysis. As such, it allows contextual meaning to permeate all statements of
form. Furthemore, it purports to reveal the interplay between the distributional and the probabilistic
properties of the relevant exponents of grammatical values. Thirdly, it seeks to establish the con-
tents of competence through the analysis of use. Lastly, it combines both synchronic and diachronic
considerations in that it attempts to show how variation through time is invested with and sustained
by present-time social functionality.

l. Introduction

The use of diminutive and augmentative suffrxes in MGK is characteristic of (but not
limited to) the more informal styles of the spoken language, though informal writing too
often contains a fair amount of such suflixes. Diminutives and augmentatives are often
used not (only) to express,respectively, <smallness> and <largeness>, but, more important-
ly, to mark a high degree of familiarity between the participants in a situation. Thus, in a
face-to-face interaction the speaker often uses diminutives to call upon the familiarity
(purported to be) characteristic of the relations between the interlocutors and/or to speak
endearingly, and sometimes (mock-) disparagingly about participants or other elements of
the situation; as for augmentatives, they express admiration or disdain on the part of the
speaker for such qualities of the referent of the relevant noun as largeness, power, striking
beauty, sex appeal or high performance, and.tend to raise the degree of familiarity of the
situation, often to the point of rowdiness.

In the article that follows we will attempt to isolate, on the basis of a variationist

model of analysis, some patterns of the co-occurrence of diminutive and augmentative

suflixes on the one hand and elements of the linguistic and extra-linguistic environment on
the other.

l.l. Suffixation, i.e. the addition of bound forms to the right-hand boundaries of
stems, is perhaps the most usual (but certrrinly not the only: see below) means MGK pos-

sesses for the expression of diminution and augmentation. It affects mainly nouns:

flErpog p6tros

privo mina
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orfl.og skilos
pqlavrl mixani

but also adjectives:

pmp6g mikr6s
adverbs:

liyo lfuo

and verbs:

rlai<o kleo

However, the three latter parts of speech can take only diminutive, but not augmentative,
suffixes, i.e. it appears that augmentative sufixation is limited to nouns only.r Diminution
and augmentation can also be expressed
a) through the use of prefixes, i.e. bound forms added to the left-hand boundaries of
stems:

peTril,oreq meyiloses (you have grown) >
ncpcpeyril.oreg parameyiloses <you have grown too muchr

b) through the composition of free lexemes, with the diminutive/augmentative lexeme ei-
ther preceding, e.g.

prrp6pnopog mikr6mboros cetail merchantr <
prrp6g csmalb and 6pnopoq rmerchantr,

or following the lexeme whose meaning is diminuted/augmented, e.g.

frvog6pva ksinof6rni <it has a sourish taster q

Etvoq (sourr and g6pvco rbring, carry),

c) through periphrastic (or analytic) constructions, e.g.

prKp6 nat6( mikr6 pe6i rsmall childr
Ecv va rattilcpc san na katilava r(It's as if I have understood:)

I think I am beginning to understandr
'Ela 

l,iyo ela liyo (come here a sec.r

and, frnally,
d) through mixed constructions, i.e. combinations of periphrasis and either derivational or
compositional formations, e.g.

l. Sce MqvG 1978, cspocidly pp. l5-l?, whcre augmentation in Grcck is dcfincd as a structuml
possibility open to nouns, i.c. adjectivcs, adverbs or verbs arc nowhcrc discusscd as potcntially
affected by augmentation. Our own (limitcd) data give us no grounds for doubting thc abovc
position.
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pu(po orul.orr mikro skiliki
prrp6 <little> + skilAki

<little doggie> (

In this article we will concentrate on diminutive and augmentative sufftxes of nouns,
as our corpus (see 1.2. below) is rather poor on tokens of the other structural possibilities
mentioned above for the expression of diminution or augmentation.2

1.2. The material on which this study was based was drawn from three tape recorded
informal conversations, of six hours duration in all, between a total of fourteen young
educated Athenian peers, seven male and seven female, of lower - to middle - middle class
background, all of them friends of the writer, but at varying degrees of intimacy to him
and to one another. The situation is held, by and large, constant in all three conversations,
i.e. an informal gathering of friends at the writer's house with ample food and/or drink
provided, though, as we shall see below, there are finer, yet important, differences between
the elements of each conversation and between the three conversations, and these diffe-
rences seem to correlate with differentiated linguistic behaviour.

The reeording of the three conversations took place in the early 1970's, and was car-
ried out discretely, yet, in the interests of academic ethics, not surreptitiously: indeed all
the participants knew that their speech was being recorded. Furthermore, no effort was
made on the part of the writer to elicit linguistic behaviour of any particular style or lin-
guistic items of any particular form. It is therefore hoped that the language recorded is as
close to natural,unobserved language as possible. However, methodological fastidious-
ness obliges us to observe that in each conversation (core) participants, to use Labov's
terminology in a somewhat modified wEIy,3 i.e. those who have been on friendly terms
with each other for years,seem to be unaffected by the presence of the recording equip-
ment, if we judge by the amount of their linguistic production, whereas <peripheral> parti-
cipants, i.e. those who are friendly with one core participant and a mere acquaintance to
the others, produce very small amounts of speech. It is, therefore, fair to assume that the
presence of a microphone, however unobtrusively tucked away on a book-shelf, does not
exactly encourage uninhibited (linguistic) behaviour on the part of such participants.a

Finally, it should be appreciated that the recording of natural conversations is time-
consuming and labour-intensive: thus, the linguistic behaviour of the core participants
(but not the peripheral ones) was repeatedly recorded both in face-to-face interactions and
on the phone over a period of two years, so that the novelty of their speech being commit-
ted to tape would wear off. Needless to say,they always knew that they were being record-
ed. The three conversations under consideration are the last to be recorded during that pe-

riod and as such are presumed to be relatively free from the effects of inhibition.
1.3. In greater detail the following information concerning the context of situation in

the three conversations seems to be of interest for the purposes of the present study.

2. For a detailed account of such formations see Mnc,pntvr<irqg 1969, 1970 and Mqvdg 1978.
3. See Labov 1972b, Ch. VII.
4. For a fuller discussion of the very interesting problems related to the recording of natural

speech for the purposes of linguistic analysis see Daltas 1979, pp. I l-16, where the literature on
the matter is reviewed, notably Labov 1972a and 1972b.
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1.3.1. In the first conversation (Conv.,4) there are two male participants, Periklis,
the writer of this article, and Vasilis, and two female, Eleni and Rubi, all four core partici-
pants. There is also Sula, female, a peripheral participant, who is visiting the host's house
for the first time. (As Periklis is the host in all three conversations, his participation in
each of them will be indicated with the appropriate subscript: Periklis,,, orr). Vasilis and,
Eleni are fourth-year students of Greek at the University of Athens. Rubi is a musician,
and her friend Sula is a graduate of a secretarial college. They are all in their early twen-
ties, apart from the host who is thirty years of age. The only relationship holding the
group together is that of friendship, i.e. there are no, say, family ties or business relations
between any two members. Conv. A could be more accurately described as a competition
in joke-cracking: the participants keep teasing each other and narrating (sometimes piti-
lessly) funny incidents involving members of their home, study or work environment. An
important element in the situation is the fact that the participants are sitting at table in the
writer's kitchen having a snack and washing it down with wine and ouzo.

1.3.2.In the second conversation (Conv. B) there are seven main participants, four
male, Periklisr, Sotiris, Sokratis and Vangefts, and three female, Nency, Dolly and, Mary.
Sotiris is married to Nancy, Sokratis to Dolly and Vangelis to Mary. Vangelis is Dolly's
brother. Periklis, was best man at Nancy's and Sotiris'wedding and, according to Greek
tradition, is the god-father of their three-year old son (see below). The four male partici-
pants are all thirty years old and, with Dolly, have been friends since childhood. Vangelis
has finished high school and runs the family printing works. Sokratis and So/irus are soli-
citors. The females are younger than the males by five to eight years. They became
acquainted with each other and, with the exception of Dolly. with the males, through their
husbands. They are thus relatively recent members of the group: not older than four to
five years, as opposed to the twenty odd years of friendship in thecase of the male partici-
pants. Mary is a graduate of a university school of economics, Nancy has finished a secre-
tarial college, and Dolly has finished high-school. Mary is helping in the kitchen and the-
refore contributes very little to the conversation. Vangelis and Periklis, do not contribute
very much either because they are often occupied with the setting of the table outside the
range of the microphone. It should be noted that during the recording the participants are
having drinks on the veranda but have not sat at table yet. In fact, after they sat at table
the linguistic interaction became so lively and split into so many parallel conversations
that it became undecodable.

Apart from the core participants there are also two children, Ioana (alias Ndvo,
Novdrt or Nov() the toddler daughter of Dolly and Sokrall's, and Dimitris (alias
Aqpltprirqg, Miplg or Mrpdrog), the three-year old son of Nancy and Sorrrus. The two
children contribute very little linguistic production to the conversation, but, along with
two dogs, turn out to be important participants in the situation, in that they often become
the focus of attention and serve as addressees or as subjects of the conversation.

There is also Mrs. Anna, the writer's landlady, who tries to protect her vegetable gar-
den against the two children and the two dogs. Her linguistic contribution is limited.
Finally, a neighbour, Mr. P, can be heard occasionally talking to his own child in the gar-
den next door.

Although there is occasionally some adult conversation on a number of topics (,Sori-
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ns'home region in the Peloponese, a funny incident during the elections involving Sotiris
spending the night in a taxi that broke down on a deserted mountain road, firnancial dif-
frculties, the relative merits of living in the suburbs or in the city, Dolly's objecting to So-
kratis'wearing a suit and a tie on a fine spring day, etc.), the situation is really dominated
by the children and, to a lesser degree, by the dogs. This is particularly true about Dolly
and Nancy, who are hardly ever given the opportunity to talk to anybody else or about
anything else but their children.

1.3.3. The third conversation (Conv. Q involves the core participants, Yanis, a lec-
turer in engineering in his late twenties, his brother Marios, a medical student in his mid-
twenties, Periklis, the host, and a peripheral participant, Tasia, a secretary in her early
twenties, who is Martos' current girl-friend.

Although here too there is the inevitable joke-cracking, teasing and even swearing,
(seriousD conversation dominates the situation. Some of the subjects covered are student
unrest in the universities, bargain-hunting in the second-hand market of hi-fi and sound
recording equipment,inflation and the then rumoured devaluation of the drachma,English
language teaching and related certificates, and a friend's mother who is suffering from
cancer. The participants are sitting in the sitting room having some wine but Tasia is
having water only. As it is quite late at night, the writer's guests feel tired and decline the
offer of food as they are having an early start the following morning.

1,3,4.In conclusion, it appears fhat, of the two conversations, Conv. A and Conv, C,
the latter is the less informal (higher average age, no food, tired participants, relatively
more <serious> topics) and the former is the more informal (lower average age, ample food
and drink, care-free students, <light> conversation). Conv. B cannot be uniformly placed
on the formality/informality continuum: the sections involving adults talking to each
other can be considered to be of the same, more or less, degree of formality as Conv. C
(friends meeting en famille,i.e. in their capacity as dignified spouses and parents); how-
ever, the sections involving parents, especially mothers, talking to their very young chil-
dren seem to push the level of informality beyond that of Conv. A.

It remains now to be seen if a correlation can be established between features of the
situation as described above and the appearance of diminutive / augmentative suffrxes
(section 3). Before that, however, we will examine (section 2) some formal (phonological,
morphological, lexical and stylistic) aspects of the variable distribution of such suffixes.

2. Some formal properties of diminutive/augmentative (D/A) formation

2.1. The structure of D/A sffixes.In this section we will examine some phonologi-
cal, morphological, stylistic, combinatorial and probabilistic aspects of the structure of
the D/A suffixes encountered in our data.s

5. -6ka below does not in fact appear in the corpus but has been included in Table I to avoid an
unwarranted structural gap. It should be noted, however, that the suffx is rather unproductive:
Kouppo0}urlg 1967, cites only two instances, pcpdrc rdear motherr and ytcpdra <grannier.
For statements covering a greater number of such suffxes in MGK see Mncpnturi>tqg 1970
(diminutives) and Mqvdg 1978 (augmentatives). See also Mirambel 1959, pp. 69-72,311-9,
Mackridge 1985,pp. 47-8, 158-60, Sotiropoulos 1972 and Tsitsopoulos 1973.

67
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2.1.1. Below follows a table where such D/A suffrxes, transcribed in the Interna-

tional Phonetic Alphabet (IPA), are arranged with respect to gender and to internal

structure..

TABLE 1; The D/A suflixes in the corpus arranged with respect to gender and internal

structure.

Below follow examples from the corpus of the use of the above D/A suffrxes.

Diminutive suffixes

MASCULINE
-tikis: ftavvrirqg jan6kis <Little Johnnie> ( f tdvrnlg
-dkjas: roul.touptirtog kultur6kjas <high-brow twit) < roul.totlpo <culture>
-tikos: Enuprirog spir6kos <Little Spyro> ( Infpog
-ikos: nttotpirog pitsirikos ukiddieu (boy)
-rilrs.' Xptotoul"rlq xristflis <little Chrisb ( Xptot6q

FEMININE
-dka: ywyt&ro jajika <grannie> 1ywyt6.

GENDER OF D/A SUFFIXES

MASCULINE FEMININE NEUTER

Diminutives

-6k + os
-ik + is
_ 6 k + i + a s . _ ( a k j a s )
-ik + os
-tl + is

-6k +a

-ik +a
-ril +a
-its +a

-ul+its+ a

-6

-(ilo (+ n) (-jo)
- h 6 + i + o ( + n )
- 6 t + i  + o ( + n )

.i,

-iE +i (+ o + (n))
- a k + i ( + o + ( n ) )

-ik +i (+ o + (n))
-irl +i (+ o + (n))
-its +i (+ o + (n))

-its +6k+i (+ o + (n))
-ul +6k + i(+ o + (n))

Augmentatives

-ar + os -af +a
-a
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-ika: nwotpiro pitsirika <kiddieu (girl)
-ila: povoul"o manula <little mother> ( ptivo
-itsa: ro.ptrl.iroo kareklitsa <little chair> < rop6rl.o
-ulitsa: pcvoul.itoa manulitsa <dear little mother/gorgeous girl> ( privo
-d; Aevt<o lenjo <dear little Eleni> < Elevn

NEUTER
-io(n): rtBriltto kivotio <small box> 1 rtpotog <big chest, ark> (older form)
-dbio(n): 9ul,l.o6to fiLibio <leaflet> < gul.l.o <leaf>
-dtio(n): 6olprdno riom6tio (roomD ( 6<irprc <living quartersr
-i' rupi tiri <cheese) < rupoq (older/formal equivalent)
-ffi; 6o1rul.i6t baxtililli nringo < 6ortul.toq (older/formal equivalent)
-rfki; yot"6ouparr yajlluriki <little donkey> ( yoiboupt <don\eyr
-iki: nwotpirr pitsiriki <kiddie> (boy or girl)
-ili: povoul.r manrili n(dear little mother :) sexually desirable girl> 1 ptivo
-r?si.' ropiror koritsi <girb ( roprl (older/formal equivalent)
-itsriki: roprrocrr koritsiki <little girl> < ropiror (see above)
-uldki: povoul.drt manul6ki (see -irli above)

Augmentative sffixes

MASCULINE
-aros: Ilepirl.opoq periklaros <big Periklis> ( fleptrlrlg

FEMININE
-dra: prlyovdpo mixan6ra uimpressive machine> < pIIovTl
-a.' pn6rpo bekra <hopeless drunkardr ( pnerprlg

2.1.2.In the list that follows the suflixes of Table I are arranged in order of frequen-

cy of occurrence in our data. For each suffix two figures are given: the number of tokens

encountered in the corpus and the corresponding percentage of the total number of D/A

nouns in the corpus.

(t,
- l

-6ki
-6kis
-ula

ls3 (4s.80) -flis
77 (23.0s) -ili
r7 (5.08) -o
r7 (5.08) -6t<ias

:ib(n) ls (4.49) -ulitsa
-6kos 10 (2.99\ -LAio

2 (O.se)
2 (0.5e)
2 (O.se)
I (0.2e)
l (0.2e)
I (0.2e)
I (0.2e)-itsa

-6ra
-a
-ul6ki
-rri
-itsi
-ikos
-iki

8 (2.39) -aros

s (1.4e)
5 (1.49) Sum Total 334
4  ( l . l e )
4  (1 .1e)
4  ( 1 . 1 e )
3 (0.8e)
2 (0.5e)
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The above list seems to be at variance, at least partly, with other counts in the litera-
ture. Both Mackridge (1985), and Babiniotis (1970), consider the suflixes, -6ki, -tla, and
itsa, in that order, as the most frequent D suffixes of MGK. Mackridge bases his ordering
(on a large amount of spoken and written material collected systematically since 1974D
(p.vi) but does not give precise frequencies, whereas Babiniotis uses a productivity crite-
rion and counts the number of examples with which the above suffrxes are represented in
Kourmoulis (1967). It should be noted that the ordering of the above <top threer suffrxes
is the same in all three studies, though in the present study an additional four suffixes ap-
pear in between. The explanation is two-fold.

Firstly, in this count are included the numerous instances of, largely, fossilised, di-
minutives in -T and :lo(n) as woll as some surnames in -6kis so that we can examine the in-
tertwining of synchrony and diachrony in the D/A system (see 2.2.6. below).

Secondly, the high incidence of -6kis and -6kos in our data (where, incidentally, the
latter precedes, whereas in Babiniotis follows, -itsa) is a result of the unavoidably high in-
cidence of the petnames of some of the participants in the conversations: Janakis, Perikla-
kis, Sotirakis, Spirakos, Mimakos, etc.

2.1.2. An inspection of TABLE I above shows that D/A suflixes can be divided into
simple Gii -O and -a, also -fin) (but see below)), and complex,the latter made up of an
ending preceded by one or more infixes.

2.1.3. The simpleD/A suffixes are either feminine (-6, -a) or neuter Gil %("). Ot
them only -a fulfuls a wider function outside the A system in that it is one of the most fre-
quent and widely distributed feminine endings in MGK, e.g.0ril.aooo (seaD, olpaio Tlp6po
<beautiful day>.Nevertheless, -a is one of the oldest and most important A suflixes6 form-
ing feminine augmentatives stressed on the penultimate, mainly from diminutive neuters:

poloipo mag6ra <big knife> ( poloipt mag6ri (fossilised diminutive) <knife> 1 original
prilorpo m6gera <knife>

but also from other categories of nouns:

pn6rpo b6kra <hopeless drunkard> < pnperprlq (masc.) <drunkard>
pal67a maz6xa <hopeless masochisb 1 pc(opoqg (masc.) or po(oliotpta (fem.)
<masochist>.

The D suflix -6, on the other hand, can be added to the stem of only a few feminine first
names:

Aevtcil lenj6 <dear Eleni>
Maprcil marj6 <rdear Maria>

As for li] it functions as a neuter ending outside the diminutive system, but also
scrvcs to form a grcat number of, mainly fossilised, diminutives deriving from older/for-
mal non-diminuted lexemes:

6. See Mqvdg 1978, pp. 38-48.
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I6pt g6ri
nct6i peEi
yuol,i jali

<hand>

<child>

<glass>

Although deriving, historically speaking, from -fon, Ji'has gained independence from -on

in the case of such diminutives of the informal language as the above - to which,

however, -on can still be added to make up rare, ad hoc and stylistically marked forms
(see below).

The suflix Jibn, which also serves to form, mainly fossilised, diminutives, though orig-
inally simple, can now be considered as complex in that -o and -n are distributed (partly)
independently from -i-. Indeed, subject to Stylistic Co-occurrence Restrictions (SCR)?

whose contrastive values are {+ K(atharevousa)}, -n- is a marker of {+ K} and co-occurs
with oiher {+ K} (or simply {+learned}) linguistic forms (outside the diminutive system

too) to contrast with {-K} formations. As for the formative -o-, it appears categorically in

the presence of certain infrxes and/or lexemes which can be classified as {+ learned}:

gu l , l . r i6 to  f i l+6b+ io
6<opdtto bom + 6t + io
ptBl.io vivl + io

i.e. -o- is a {+ learned} fbrmative, but variably (indeed, very rarely but the structural pos-

sibility is always there) in the presence of {- learned, - K} infrxes and/or lexemes:

<kiddie>

<girl>
(nOOn)

<baby>

In the latter case -o-, normally followed by -n- to form a {+ learned, + K} complex sufftx,

can be added on to such {- learned, - K} (complex) stems to make up in an ad hoc fashion

what are felt to be incongruous or unexpected combinations in that they obey different

SCR's, namely, respectively, {+ K} and {- f}, for the purposes of stylistic effect, i.e.

irony, joking, teasing, mock-pomposity and the like: ntrorp-ir-tov, rop-iro-t-ov, peoqp6p-

t-ov, vtv-i-ov.

2.1.4. Complex suffixes are either masculine, feminine or neuter and are made up of

an ending preceded by a single infix or a combination of infixes. The endings, -is, -os, and
-as for the masculine, -a for the feminine and Ji'(o(n)) for the neuter are not restricted to

the D/A system but have a much wider distribution in the language. Of the infixes, -ul, -ik,

and -ak appear irrespective of gender and are both followed by (the only feminine D/A

ending) -a or -i, whereas -ul selects masculine -is, -ik- selects -os, and -ak- either -is or -os.

To the neuter -6k + i masculine -as can be further added to form -6k + i + as -- -6kjas

thus underlining further the unstable status of -i- either as an ending in its own right or as

a stem-final element which can be followed by suffixes. The remaining infrxes are related

to one or two genders only. -ar-, an augmentative infix, is either masculine (followed by

?. See Daltas 1980, pp. 76ff, and for a more detailed formulation. Daltas 1979, pp.539ff.

<booklet>
(fOOm))

<book>

nrtotpirr pitsir + ik + i
ropitot kor + its + i
peoqp6pt mesim6r + i
vtvi nin + i
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-os or -as) or feminine; -its- is either feminine or neuter, followed, in the latter case, by -i;
-a5:, -at- and -id- are neuter followed by either -i- (normally) or -io(n) depending on the
status of the lexeme involved with respect to the {+ learned} contrast; finally, in'our data
zero infix ( 0 ), as we have already shown at the beginning of this section, seems to be
characteristic of neuter and augmentative feminine forms only: in fact, however, there are
also masculine augmentatives without an infix between the stem and the ending, e.g.

2.1.5.It should be noted also that infixes can combine to produce an intensified D/A
effect.8 In our data -irl- can precede -its-, and -6k-, e.g.

pov-ou^-rTo-o

Xptot-oul.-rir-t

KOp-rTO-0K-r k o r + i t s + 6 k + i

pDroq mit + os
ogndq aftj + 6s

<big-nose < pftrl (noseD

<big-ears> 1 ogrtri (ears)

m a n + u l + i t s + a
x r i s t + u l + 6 k + i

<dear little mother>
<dear little Christ>

<little girl>

Notwithstanding our limited data, we could venture the suggestion that the following
hierarchy informs the combinatiorial patterns of the above infxes (on a variable basis: see
below):

- r i l :  - i t s - :  - 6 k -

In fact, the relative order of the above infixes is conditioned bv a number of other fac-
tors:

2.1.5.1. For one, the order -ril : -its- and -ul- : -6k- may be reversed depending on the
degree of cohesion betweeh the stem and the infix, i.e. if, as a result of a fossilisation pro-
cess, -its- has lost, to a considerable extent, its D function and is now felt to be part of the
stem, it can be followed by -fl-, e.g.

ropg-iro-u, karf + its + a <pin> (from ropg-t <nailu) >
karfits + a
T-cr-qg t +6k + is (pet abbreviation of the proper name flovoyrriltrlg )
flovoytorrdrng) > tek + is > tak + irl + is.

2.1.5.2. Another factor enhancing or obstructing the application of the above hierar-
chy in combination with the fossilisation process mentioned above is the <rpreferredD gen-
der of the lexeme involved viz-a-viz the <preferred> gender of the inhx (see below). For in-
stance, rop-ito-r kor + its + i <girl>, is a largely fossilized neuter diminutive of feminine
rop-n kor + i. The latter, though still retaining, but only marginally, the meaning of <girl>,
mainly expresses the meaning of <daughter>. The former is normally diminuted (for as we
said above, -its- has largely lost its D function) as, still neuter, korits + 6k + i and the lat-
ter as feminine kor + ril + a. In other words, the gender distinction (neuter/feminine) con-

8. See Mirambel 1959,p. 316 and Mncpntvt<ilqg 1970, p.202 et passim.
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tributes to the semantic distinction between, respectively, korits + i and k6r + i, and also

keeps semantically apart their diminutive equivalents, respectively, korits + 6k+i and kor -

+ [l + a. Now there is no phonological reason why the form korits-ul + i could not exist

alongside korits + ik + i (see paragraph above). However, statistically speaking, infixes

seem to have a hierarchy ofpreferred gender: indeed, in our data -ul- appears seventeen ti-

mes with feminine gender, twice with masculine (two different lexemes) and twice with

neuter (two tokens of the same lexeme). It appears therefore that -irl- considerably favours

the feminine gender over the other two and marginally prefers the masculine over the

neuter:
-irl- : I > Feminine > Masculine ) Neuter > 0

i.e.the probability of any one gender co-occurring with -ul- (to put it differently: the pro-

bability of any of the endings -os (masc), -a- (fem) or -i (neut) following the infix in que-

stion) is a number ranging between I (100o/o probability) and 0 (07o probability), and fe-

minine has a higher probability than masculine which, in its turn, has a higher probability

than neuter.
In other words korits + i, though in it the infix -lts- is largely fossilised, obeys the

normal hierarchy of combinatorial preference: korits + ik + i and'is not (normally) in-

fluenced by the reversing effects of fossilisation (the way karfits + ril + a does) to yield

korits + ril + i or preferably korits + ril + a. The reason seems to be, firstly, that -its- is far

less fossilised in korits + i, where traceq of the element of diminution are still present, than

in karfits + a, which has acquired a di'fferent meaning (upinr) from that of its prototype

karf + i <nail, and, therefore, the normal combinatorial hierarchy is still valid in the for-

mer case but is reversed in the latter; secondly, if, subject to the semi-fossilisation of -its-

in korits + i, the normal combinatorial hierarchy were reversed and -irl-, rather than -6k-,

were suffixed to -its-, the preferred gender of -fl- should be feminine (korits + [l + a) and

not the neuter (korits + ril + i); but neuter gender, as opposed to feminine, helps to distin-

guish between the meanings of, respectively, <girl> (koritsi) and <daughter> (kori); all in all

then, the solution korits + 6k + i is preferable to korits + ril + a.

2.1.5.3. Neuter affixes can be ordered too. Indeed -ek- may follow any of the other

affixes, though, in the case of lexemes ending in lib(n) rather than -i-, -6k- is affixed to -i-:

o u l . l . - d 6 - r - o  f i l + 6 b + i + o  f i l + a b + i + 6 k + i
6 < o p - r i t - t - o  5 o m +  6 t + i + o  b o m +  a t + i +  6 k + i
v u p g - i 6 - r - o  n y m f + i b  + i + o  n i m f + i b  + i +  6 k + i

but

p i t s i r + i k + i
m a n + i r l + i
k o r + i t s + i

nrrotp-[r-r
pov-oul.-r
rop-tto-t

p i t s i r + i k + 6 k + i
m a n + u l + 6 k + i
k o r + i t s + 6 k + i

The above constitutes further evidence that -i- vaccilates, as we have already argued
in the case of -6k + i + as - 6kjas, between its status as a stem-final element and as an
ending.

2.1.6. Table I also reveals the relative structural richness available to neuter D for-
mations: three endings in a chinese box formation and seven infixes, as opposed to two
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endings and four infixes for the feminine,and three endings and three infixes for the mas-
culine. The structural richness is complemented by the probabilistic dominance of the
neuter gender as an exponent of diminution: indeed 78.4 per cent of the diminutive tokens,
often deriving from masculine or feminine prototypes, occurring in our data are neuter
(see 2.1.2. above). Given also the fact that there are no augmentative neuter suffxes in the
language, we can conclude that neuter is the dominant gender of diminution, though, of
course, not the only one: feminine suflixes represent 11.4 per cent of the D/A tokens in
our data followed closely by masculine with 10.2 per cent. Notice too that diminution is a
far more frequent phenomenon in our data (323 tokens out of 334 D/A forms, or 96.7 per

cent) compared to augmentation (l l tokens or 3.3 per cent). As we said above, augmenta-
tives are either masculi.re or feminine but never neuter, (with the exception, perhaps, of
neuter -ibi. e.g. Bptoi6t <lots of swearing>). The frequency of occunence of A forms of the
two genders, however, is very uneven: of the eleven A forms in the data ten are feminine
(90.9 per cent) and one masculine (9.1 per cent).

We can therefore establish the following probabilistic relations concerning genders

and the D/A systems:
1 .  l > D > A > 0

i.e. the probability of a diminutive being used is higher than that of an augmentative.
2. D: I > Neut ) Fem > Masc > 0

i.e. the probability of a diminutive being of neuter gender is higher than that of being
feminine and the probability of its being feminine is higher than that of being masculine.

3. A: I > Fem ) Masc ) Neut : 0
i.e. the probability of an augmentative form being feminine is higher than that of being
masculine, whereas the probability of its being neuter is zero.

2.2. The permitted combinations of stems and D/A sufftxes

2.2.1. On the basis of the discussion so far it appears that three general tendencies
(T) inform the permitted combinations of stems and D/A suffixes:

T I Any noun can be diminuted or augmented
T 2 Any noun, irrespective of its gender, can take a neuter diminutive suffrx
T 3 Any noun, irrespective of its gender, can take a feminine augmentative sufTix e.g.

l: pdva m6na) man+ril+a <little motherr
oyoyrl ayoji; ayoy+irl+a <lovely little law suitr
nupet6q piret6s> piret+il+is (little feverr

2; dv0prrlnoq 6n0ropos (masc.)> an0rop+6k+i (neut.) <little manD
Tooio tasia (fem.)> tas+6k+i (neut.) <dear Tasiar
outorivr'1to aftokinito(neut.)> aftokinit+ek+i (neut.) <little carr

3: riv0ponoq dn0ropos (masc.)> an0rop+6r+a (fem.) <great big man,
pnlovrl mixani (fem.)> mixan+6r+a (fem.) rimpressive machiner
o,urorivrlto aftokinito (neut.)> aftokinit+6r+a (fem.) rlovely big carr

The above tendencies are, in fact, subject to the enhancing or obstructing effect of a
number of constraints.
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2.2.2. Concerning T I above, an inspection of our data shows that nouns can be

divided into two basic categories, {- learned} favouring and {+ learned} resisting the ap-

pearance of D/A suffixes. Indeed, almost all the diminuted nouns in our conversations

serve simple, everyday needs, e.g.

Forms referring to objects: nor6drt <little child>, 6ovrdrt <little toothr, notluOrirt alittle

toy>, Kororrdrr <little goatD, l,oul.ou6rirt <little flower>, neroetoril,o alittle napkinr, Kope-

rl,iroa (little chair>, vepdn alovely waterr.

Pet-names: Mrporog <little Mimisr, Novi/Nav&n <little Ndna>, Nrol,iroo <Dolly dearr,

Toodrt <Tasia dearr, Arlprlrprirclg <little Dimitrisr,Poupndrr <Rubi dearr, Eoufuirt <Sou-

la dear>, Enuprirog <Spyro dearr, ftovvrixqg <Janis dear>, Bootfuirrlg sVasilis dearr, Eco-
qgirqg <Sotiris dearr, Aevtdl <Eleni dearr.

Endearments to addressees: a) of obvious reference: Xprotoufuirt pou! rmy dear little

Christr, roptrodrr pou! <my little girb, nordrirr pou! <my little chil&, oTopdrt pou! <my

little boy>,
b) metaphorical forms of address: rop6oul.o pou! <my dear heart>, povoul.o pou! <my

dear little mother>, o6epqort pou! <my dear little brother>,

c) with sexual connotations: povoul.r/pavoul.iroc/povdrt/povoul.dr/povopo pou (my

dear little/smashingly attractive/big mother> (Could Freud have been right after all?).

(Semi)-fossilised forms: not6[ <child>, routol.t nspoon>, rqydvt <frying PaD), rpooi

<wine>, no6r <footD, Xripl <hand>, regol,r nhead>, ogd <ear>, prdtt (eye), 6olpritto (room),

6cXrul,i6t <ring.>, <pul,ld6to <leaflet>, ptpi,io <booku, rtBciltto <box, container>.

Insults: pn6rpo! <hopeless drunk>, po(6lo! <filthy masochist>, oa6opro(61o! <filthy sado-

masochist>, roultoupdrto! <high-brow twit>.

Surnames: Ko(avt(rirr1g, @eo6copcrng, Aoorckir4g.

{- learned} nouns such as the above are not always diminuted or augmented, of course. In

fact, of the 3,189 nouns appearing in our corpus only 334 (10.5 per cent) have D/A suf-

fixes. And it is often the case in our corpus that the same noun appears sometimes with

and sometimes without D/A suffixes : Anpnrpng/Aqpqtporrlg <Dimitris>, Ntol.u/Ntol,i-

roo <Dolly>, rop6rl.o/roperl,iroo uchairu, 16ropog/roroprirr <cockerel>, 66vtt/6ovtort

<tooth>, orul,og/orul.i/oruLart <dog>, vepo/veptirt <water> o\y6/alyoufuirt (eggD, lrovo
pou!/provori2uo pou! o(dear little) mother>, nuper6q/nvperoul.qg <fever>, nat6i/not6drt

uchildr.

Of the diminutives or augmentatives in the corpus very few could be considered as

deriving from {+ learned} originals: 6roorqpordn <a tiny length of time>,6tarontdrr <lit-

tle switch> (notice the Katharevousa consonant cluster -/pt/- as opposed to the Demotic

equivalent -/ft/-), gul.l.ri6to <leaflet>, nuperor5l.qg <little fevern, po(614 <filthy masochisb,

oo6opo(61o <filthy sadomasochist>.
The rest of the {+ learned} lexemes in our data, i.e. those serving the <higher, needs

of culture, science, technology, the administration and the like, renidin unaffected by D/A

sufftxation: ovtipvrloq (memory), oepv6rlto <modesty>, Ol,iryr1 <sadnessn, npop?',qpo

<problem>, ouvevvoqoq (communication, understandingr, oDofllpo (systemD, (nptd

<damage>, (ql.errptr6) ot6epo <electric iron>, rooerogolvo (cassette recorder>, r11og

<sound>, otpaqyoq <general>, ytOtp6g <doctor>, olol,eio <school>, rotoorrlvcool (cam-
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pingr, ouvorx6oto <match-making>, ytipog <wedding, marriager.
However, although {+ learned} lexemes resist D/A suffixation, they are still subject

to it but the probability of such a lexeme being diminuted or augmented is very low, even
in very informal conversations. Indeed, diminutives such as yrorpou6rirt and 6trqyopdrt
meaning, respectively, (young inexperienced doctor/lawyer> come readily to.mind, and
there is no structural impediment to forms such as KorooKr'lvoootil,o, rooetoqcovdn,
npopl.qpotdn, ouvotreotdrr, otpcqyoril.qg or ouorqporrirt. However, more abstract
concepts such as oepv6clro or 0l,iyr1 resist D/A suflixatione even more strongly than
other {+ learned} categories of lexemes, and there are even phonaesthetic reasons why
particular lexemes might not readily accept D/A suffixes: for instance,any attempt to
diminute or augment ydpog <wedding, marriage> is undermined by connotations related
to the <taboo> verb yapril <fucku.

Finally, T I above is subject to the degree of formality of the situation (see 1.3.4.
above): the more formal the situation the less likely it is for D/A formations to be used by
the participants.

To conclude, T I above is subject to the degree of formality of the situation (corr
straint Formal taking the values {+ formal}), to the learnedness or otherwise of the voca-
bulary (constraint Lnd taking the values {t learned}) and to the further sub-
categorisation of concepts as {+ abstract} (constraint Abstract). Though not completely
independent from each other (in a formal situation it is more likely, but by no means
given, that more learned vocabulary and more abstract concepts will be used than in an
informal situation) the above constraints could be ordered according to their relative
weight or importance as follows:

T l :  |  >  Formal>  Lnd> Abst rac t>0
where Formal:1> {- formal}  > {+formal}  >0

Lnd: | > I-rndll > {+Ind} > 0
Abstract: I > {-abstract} ) {+abstract} > 0

i.e. the probability of Tl applying (that is of a D/A form appearing) is affected by the con-
straints, in order of relative weight, Formal, Ldn and Abstract. The values of the above
constraints which enhance Tl are the negative values whereas the positive ones push-the
probability of Tl applying almost down to zero.

2.2.3. Concerning T2 above, we have already shown (see 2.1.6. above) that its appli-
cation accounts for 78.4 per cent of the cases where Tl has already applied, i.e. of the D
forms produced by the application of Tl practically eight out of ten are neuter. It remains
to examine more closely the conditions affecting, favourably or adversely, the application
of T2.

2.2.3.1. To begin with, D forms seem to divide, roughly, into two categories, a) di-
minutives proper, i.e. those in which the string stem + D sulJix does not constitute a sepa-
rate lexeme but is effected in order to produce emotionally charged variants of their non-
diminuted prototypes, and b) (largely) fossilised forms i.e. those in which the degree of
cohesion of the string stem +D suffix is high enough to create the impression of new lex-

9. See Mncpnrvt<irrqg 1969, pp.23-25.
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emes so that now some have replaced their non-diminuted equivalents in common usage,
e.g. (defunct) rrlyovov <frying pan> and MGK ulyrivt, others contrast referentially with
their pre-existing non-diminuted equivalents, e.g. rpaTol6io <tragedy> and tpoyori6t
(songD, and still others differ, on the synchronic level, from their prototypes in terms of
formality, the diminuted forms (second of each pair in the examples below) being the in-
formal ones, e.g. tup66 and tupi <cheese>, letp and 16pt <han6, regol.rl and regtil"t
<head>, notg and not6[ <child>, oug and c,gd <ear>,6gtq and gi6t <snake>, nporio and npoli
<morning>.

Now, an inspection of our data shows that almost all fossilised diminutives (174
forms or 97 .7 5 per cent) are neuters in -'h(n), -ti or -6ki (though most diminutives in -6ki

in our data are not fossilised) mainly deriving from masculine or feminine nouns. In fact,
the only exception here is four masculine surnames (2.25 per cent) with (fossilised) D suf-
fixes: Ko(ow(rirqg (two tokens), @eo6olprirqg and Aoorafuirqg. In contrast, within the
category of diminutives proper (145 forms) masculines and feminines enjoy a much more
prestigious representation with, respectively, 29 (20 per cent) and 28 (19.3 per cent)
forms, in contrast to 88 neuter forms (60.7 per cent). But whereas all masculine and fem-
;nine D forms derive from, respectively, masculine and feminine prototypes, e.g. Miprlg )
Mrprdrog (both masculine), nerolro > Trtrosroul,o (both feminine), of the 88 neuter di-
minutives ll (12.5 per cent) derive from masculine prototypes, e.g. 6tcr6nrrlg (masc.) ;
8toronrdrr <switch>, 18 (20.5 per cent) from feminines, e.g. Taoio (fem.) ) Toodrt <Ta-
sia>,8 (9.1 per cent.) from both neuter and non-neuter synonyms, e.g. tcorou(drt <little
goatD < rotoiro (fem.) or rotoirr (neut.), oruldrt (puppy) ( orr5l,oE (masc.) or orul,i
(neut.), and the remaining 5l (57.9 per cent.) from neuter prototypes, e.g. 6oXtuldrr <little
finger> < 6ri1tul.o (neut.) (itself deriving from older /formal 6rirtul"oq (masc.)).

It appears, therefore thatT2 above is variously affected by the two processes making
use of D suflixes: firstly, the process of diminution proper relies on neuter suffixes for the
formation of approximately sixty per cent of the diminutives proper, the remaining forty
per cent being divided almost equally between the masculine and the feminine genders;
secondly, the fossilization process whereby new leyemes are created from forms whose di-
minutive character has been obscured, almost exclusively relies on neuter suflixes, which
are, however, combined with prototypes of all three genders, masculine, feminine and
neuter,in a ratio, respectively, of L.25 :2.05 : 5.79 (plus 0.91 for mixed cases, i.e. fossilis-
ed diminutives each corresponding to one neuter and one non-neuter prototype).

2.2.3.2. The dominance of the neuter gender in the two processes described above
(almost total in the case of diminution proper, approximately sixty per cent in the case of
the fossilization process) will be better appreciated if compared to the percentages of the
three genders obtained from counts not limited to the D/A system. Mirambelro reports
that in a list of 584 forms related to approximately two thousand words there are
240 neuter (41.1 per cent), 195 feminine (33.4 per cent) and 149 masculine (25.5 per cent)
nouns. Mackridgerr reports, in connection with the above figures, that <if one takes a

10. Op. cit . ,  p. 73.
l l .  Op.  c i t . ,  p .  52.
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count in various texts the gap between feminine and neuter sometimes narrows, but the
masculine always lags well behind>.

Of our own corpus only Conv C yeilds the same relatiori between the three genders

as that in the studies mentioned above. In the three conversations as a whole, though,
3,189 tokens, not lexemes, of nouns appear of which 799 (25.05 per cent) are rnasculine,
1267 (39J3 per cent) feminine and lI23 (35.21 per cent) neuter, i.e. the percentages for
feminine and neuter are almost exactly the opposite of those corresponding to Mirambel's

figures. The point, however, remains that the percentage of neuter nouns is considerably
higher in counts of D/A forms than it is in counts of nouns irrespective of the D/A
system.

2.2.3.3. The above presentation has not yet dealt with the problem why in our data a
ceftain masculine or feminine lexeme preserves its gender when diminuted (i.e. selects a D

suflix of the same gender) while another non-neuter lexeme becomes neuter upon dimi-
nution. (Notice, incidentally, that neuter prototypes always yield neuter diminutives and
that masculine or feminine prototypes never yield diminutives of the opposite non-neuter
gender).

Two main factors seem to emerge from our data. The one is related to the concept of
markedness: masculine or feminine lexemes correspond to unmarked diminutives of the
same gender but to marked neuter diminutives; cf. the proper names:

Taoio (fem.): Toootil,a (fem., unmarked): Taorirt (neut. marked)
Poupnrl (fem.): Poupnitoo (fem., unmarked): Pouprnrin (neut. marked.)
Xptotog(masc.): Xptotoril.qg (masc., unmarked): Xptotoufuirt (neut. marked)

The other factor is related to the fossilization process discussed above. Indeed it
seems that quite a few non-neuter lexemes correspond to two diminutives: a diminutive
proper of the same gender and a fossilised neuter .diminutive, e.g.

nerolra (fem.) <napkin>: neroetofl.o (fem., same meaning): netoettin (neut.) <wine-
glass mat)

pnril.o (fem.) <ball>: pnol"iroo (fem., same meaning): prnafuirt (neut.) uping pong balln
rop6rl.o (fem.) <chair>: roperl.iroa (fem., same meaning): roperl,rirt (neut.) <child's

chair>

In conclusion, T2 above will have to be modified as follows:
T2: Neuter is the almost exclusive gender of fossilised diminution and the dominant gen-

der of diminution proper. In the latter case it is the exclusive gender of diminutives de-
riving from neuter prototypes as well as of marked diminutives deriving from non-neuter
prototypes

2.2.4. In spite of the paucity of our data concerning augmentatives, we can tentative-
ly suggest that T3 above is influenced by the combined effect of a number of factors,
namely, the contrast {* animate} in correlation with grammatical gender and biological
sex, as well as with a process of markedness.

To begin with, inanimates seem to select feminine A suflixes irrespective of the gen-

der of the original, e.g.
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6c1tul.i6t (neut.)

Non-neuter animates, however, tend to stick to their original gender when augmented, e.g.

pn1ovn (fem.)
rcdrl"oq (masc.) > roll"opo

orul.oq (masc.) > orul"opog
ptivc (fem.)

(fem.) nbig, powerful machineu,
(fem.) <fat arse>

(masc.) <big dog>
(fem.) <big mother: s€xuslly attractive

(buxom) girl>

and this tendency is particularly strong in the case of proper nouns, e.g.

Ileptrl.r'1g (masc.) > Ilepirl,opoq (masc.)

Kativo (fem.)

presumably because in their case grammatical gender corresponds to biological sex in a

one-to-one relation (masculine to male and feminine to female), thus facilitating the sele-

ction of A suffixes of the appropriate gender. Masculine animates, however, with either

male or female referents may well select a feminine A suffix if in a particular context their

referent is female, e.g.

dv0prono6 (mase.) > ov0pondpo (fem.) (great big human being>

(said by a peasant woman to explain why, she, an (oveponopc> was not afraid of snakes).

As for neuter animates, they select feminine A suffixes, e.g.

gi6r (neut.) (fem.) <grcat big snake>,

unless their referent in a particular context is of male sex' e.g.

not6i (neut.) (guy) (masc.) ubig/powerful/handsome

guyD.

Finally, a process of markedness is at play here too: animates with male or female refe-
rents may select the <unexpected> or marked gender when augmented, i.e. respectively, fe-
minine or masculine, although they can also preserve the <expected> or unmarked gender,

e.g.

ropiror (neut.) <girl> > roptrodpo (fem., unmarked): ropftoopog (masc., marked)
roOqyrlrlg (masc.) <male teacher> ) roOqyrltoprig (masc., unmarked): roOrly4tripc

(fem., marked)

pnepnero (fem.) ) pnepnerdpo (fem., unmarked): pnepn6ropoq (masc., marked)
(great big baby doll>r2

12. Used by my father in response to my surprise (at the age of ten) that a lady in her forties was
addressed as pnepn6rc by the members of her family. rNcr, ncr6i pou,r said my father, rpne-
pneropog pe pouottirtolr (rYes, son, a great big baby girl complete with a moustachelr) The
fact that in the approximately, thirty-three years that have passed since then, I have never
come across the above form, apart from its record here, goes to show, yet again, that there are
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It appears, therefore, that T3 above should be modified as follows:

T3: Nouns with inanimate referents, irrespective of their gender, tend to take feminine

augmentative suffrxes. Non-neuter nouns with animate referents tend to preserve in

augmentation their gender especially in the case of a masculine noun with a male referent

or a feminine noun with a female referent. Neuter nouns with animate referents tend to se-

lect feminine augmentative suflixes unless their referents are male, in which case they nor-

mally select masculine suflixes. The above tendencies yield unmarked augmentative forms

whereas their reversal produces marked augmentative forms.

2.2.5. Within each gender there is a variety of D/A suffxes. A number of factors de-

cide, severally or cumulatively, which suffrx a noun selects. Firstly, some combinations of

stem + sulfix are considered as euphonic whereas others are not. Thus, -itsa and -irla con-

trast, in that the former is selected by nouns in whose stem-final position /U appars either

as the only consonantal element or as part of a consonant cluster (excluding the clusters

/lts/ or /ldzl: see below), e.g. pasxal + itsa, bal + itsa, kutal + itsa, karekl + itsa, volt + i-

tsa, whereas the latter is ielected when the clusters /ts/ or /dz/appear in stem-final posi-

tion, e.g. tarats + fla, kalts + tila, salts + rila. -itsd is also avoided after stem-final -/U, e.g.

istori + rila,though some words with stem -final -/il select -itsa and the hiatus -/i/- is re-

solved differently, e.g. telia > teliitsa > telitsa <dot>, platia > platiitsa ) plateitsa <little

square) (in coritrast to pl6ti > platitsa <little back>). In all other environments, -itsa and
-ula are interchangeable, tiut in fact the latter is used more frequently than the former,

especially so in the case of feminine nouns in -i or -i(s), e.g. foni > fontla or, less often,

fonitsa <little voice>, |fksisi > afksisrila <little salary increaserr3.
Secondly, the considerable number of alternative D/A suffixes and the redundancy

in the structure of many of them (see 2.1 above) is the result of the D/A system's adapta-

tion to the effect of two processes, a) the obscurement of the D/A effect of such suffixes

through time, and b) the need to make distinctions on the synchronic level concerning the

degree of markedness, formality, learnedness, or fossilization of D/A formations. The

discussion above also shows that there are additional phonaesthetic and semantic factors

for the proliferation of D/A suflixes, i.e. so that unpronounceable or taboo combinations

are avoided and so that D/A forms are kept semantically distinct from other lexemes with

which they might have the same phonological shape if a particular suffix were employed.

Such problems are sometimes resolved not through the employment of alternative suflixes

but through, the use of allostems with epenthetic consonants or syllables, e.g. priym + a

I praymat + riki<little thing>, kaf6s > kafeJ + iki <little coffe.er, roloi > roloy + 6ki tlit-

tle watch>, avyo ) avyul + 6ki <little eggr.l4 Chance preferences or fads, related to the

formation of pet names and surnames, and changing through time are relevant here, cf.

Anunrpdrlq <little Dimitri>/ surname Anpnrporoq as opposed to Enuprirog tlittle Spy-

mechanisms readily available in the language for everyday use for the creation of ad hoc,unex-

pected, or incongruous forms. For more hints on the matter, see this article, passim, as well as

Daltas 1979, passim, and especially 409-13 and 524-8.

13. For the above paragraph I have drawn from Mtcpntvtriltqg 1970, pp. 220-4.

14. See Mackridge 1985, p. 159.
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ro> / surname Inupdrrlq and to current pet name Mtpdrog <little Mimis> / surname or ol-

der pet name Mtpirog.

2.2.6. We have hinted above, passim, that D/A forms do not become fossilised over-

night but may move towards fossilization at varying speeds. Relevant to the process of

fossilization are the two functions of D/A forms, the one emotive having to do with how

the speaker feels about the referent of the D/A form, the addressee or the situation as a

whole, and the other referential having to do with the size, small or large (and in the case

of A forms, with the efficiency), of the referent. In an attempt to understand how fossiliza-

tion affects D/A forms, we will suggest that the'two functions mentioned above can take

two values, minus O (function switched off, so to speak) and plus (+) ( function switched

on). Furthermore, we will see the plus value as varying along a continuum from an un-

marked (u) to a marked (m) end. Now, diminutives proper take the values {m emotive}

and either {u referential} or {m referential}, e.g.

{m emot, u ref}

Janis: TaodrcL n rdvetq; <Tasia, dear, how are you?>

Dimitrts: Nrivou 1tov, veldrcl 06l.al! <My Nancy, I want water>

{m emot, m ref}

Tasia: 
'Etot 

rovouv to 6trd ooq ro orcoldrcm to ptrpo; <Is that how they do (:6e*1;

your own little doggies?>

Nancy: flpooele vo pl1v roeig, Navdn! Ndva! Tt 'vot, yl"urtd pou; 
'A1ov 

rcoprcodrcr

pou! <Careful you don't burn yourself, Naniki! Nrina! What is it my sweet? Oh! my little

gir l !>

The combination {u emot, m ref} characterises forms used as follows:

Marios: Mo ro @eo! No'pOoupe pto gopc o'ouro to onitr Kot vo '1etq yropi! <For good-

ness sake, can't we ever come to this house and find some bread?>

Periklis: E, rot tr, 0c... 0o oyopd(o yopi yto 'vo TtoXo; flaipvro Eva rcapBeAdru pwp6 rot

nepvcro t6oeg p6psg. <Eh, what do you expect me to do, buy bread for an army? I buy a

little loaf and it's enough for days>

Janis: Aev eipoore l.o1og. <We're not an army))

(notice the emphasis on the small size of the \oaf expressed in the mixed D structure
(suffrxation and periphrasis) both by the D suffix -iki and by the adjective prtrpo <little>;

notice, too, the defensiveness expressed by the D noun formation).

It is at this point that the process of fossilization sets in on the synchronic level to

create new vocabulary items by unmarking the referential function of the D form and by

(gradually) increasing the cohesion of the string stem + D sulJix, e.g.

{u emot, u ref}

Eleni: 
'Evo 

ouprdpt ogrspopevo oe l"dotr1o. <A drawer dedicated to rubber bands>

Vasilis: Byril,e Evo Toorqgdn! <Get out a rubber band, will you?>

In the above example the cohesion of l,aottl-rirr <rubber band> is not yet total, hence the

alternative use of the non-diminuted l,rionlo meaning (any kind of) rubber (product). In

fact, both alternatives are used by more than one participant in Co*v A. For a considera-

ble number of nouns in -6ki, though, the string stem + dki is cohesive enough to constitute

new lexemes which contrast semantically (often in terms of relative (smallnessr of their re-

ferents) with their prototypes, e.g.
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noydrr <ice cube, ( ndyog <ice>,

rpr0oport a) <sty (on eyelid)r, b) <grain-shaped pasta> ( rptOript <barley>,

paropovrirr <tobe-shaped short pieces of pasta> ( pcrop6vt <macaroni>,

povroldrr <clothes pegD < privtal.o <latch>,

vepovt(drr <(seville) orange spoon sweet> < vepdw(t <seville orangeD,

KopTrroucport <pocket calculator) < ropntowep <computer>,

ryo0drr <straw hat> ( ryri0o <straw mat>,

pqlovdrt (motor bike> < pTllovn <machine>

goool.drto (green beans> < goo6l,to o(dry) beansu,

pnol.drt oping pong ball> < pndl,o <ball>,

lepoul.r <door handle> ( lepr <hand>,

orpanolrtirt <toy soldier> I otpocrilclg <soldier>,

ou,rdrt <jacket>/oori6ro <rucksack>/oorotil,a (paper bag>/oaroul,t <small bag> < ori-

Kog (bag)

The suffix -6ki is currently the main D suffix employed in the formation of new'

words, but, diachronically speaking, is the successor of Ji'which was itself preceded by
Jibn in the same function. On the synchronic level the diachronic relation of the three suf-

fixes has the effect that their importance as D suffixes proper is the reverse, i.e. -6ki is an

active contributor to non-fossilised D formations, Ii)f". less so and -'hn the least. It is such

formations, among others, which could be considered as {u/- emot, -ref} e.g.

n66t <foot> ( noug <foot> (older, learned)

6aitul.i6t <ring> ( 8ortril,tog <ring> (older, learned)

A special case of {-emot, -ref} fossilised diminutives are surnames deriving from the fossi-

lisation of pet names e.g.

@eo6copdrrlC ( @e66opog <Theodore>.

Pet-names themselves could be considered as {m emot, m ref} forms which tend to

fossilization to the extent that they replace the corresponding hrst name of a particular

person. In other words if a person is consistently called Aqpqrprirlg by his friends and

relatives rather than the original Aqpnrpnq the former name tends to fossilization.

3. The D/A system and the context of situation

Having looked, in the previous section, at the more linguistic side of the variable na-

ture of the D/A system we will now turn to some elements of the context of situation

which we set forth in Section I above and attempt to show how they correlate with

linguistic production.

3.1. In the table that follows (Table 2) the participants in the three conversations

have been arranged with respect to the frequency of occurrence of D/A forms in their

speech. For each participant, the following information is given: firstly, the number of

nouns used in his or her speech expressed as an integer and as a percentage of the total

number of nouns used in the conversation in which he or she participates; secondly, the

number of D/A forms appearing in his speech expressed as an integer and as a percentage

of the number of nouns used in his or her speech (it will be noticed that the ordering of the
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participants from top to bottom is based in fact on the percentages of this latter column);
thirdly, the capitals A, B or C indicate the conversation of each participant (see I above)
and they appear in a different column each so that the distribution of the participants of
each conversation along the frequency column of D/A forms becomes immediately
obvious; for the same reason the averageD/A frequency for each conversation as well as
the total average for the three conversations have also been incorporated. In the table
have been included one D adjective, ptrpoftorrrl <teeny-weeny), and five tokens of the
adverb l,tyrirr <a little bit>. Nana, the toddler, has been excluded as she has produced only
three nouns, none of which is a D/A form.

TABLE 2: Participants in order of frequency of D/A forms appearing in their speech.

PARTICIPANTS
MrP
Sula
Dolly
Mrs Anna
Nancy
Mary
Rubi
Eleni
Vangelis
Cow. B
Periklis,
Conv. A
Total
Periklis,
Sokratis
Vastlis
Mimis
Tasia
Sotiris
Janis
Marios
Conv. C
Periklis,

NOUNS

2 (0.1e)
19 (r.27)

184 (18.14)
20 (r.97)

382 (37.67)
l4  ( r .38)

298 (20.02)
568 (38.17)
30 (2.e5)

1014
4r (4.04)

1488
3  189
260 (r7.47)
120  (11 .83)
34r (22.9r)
32 (3.15)
3s (5.0e)

186 (18.34)
2s3 (36.82)
t7s (2s.47)
687
224 (32.60)

D/A FORMS

2 (100.0)
4 (21.0)

3 l  (16.8)
3 (1s.0)

s6 (14.6)
2 (r4.2)

4r (r3.7)
76 (13.3)
4 (13.3)

rzs (r2.3)
s  ( 1 2 . 1 )

r7.6 (11.8)
33s (10.s)
27 (r0.3)
l0 (8.3)
28 (8.2)
2 (6.2)
2 (s.7)

l0 (s.3)
l3  (s .1 )
e  (s .1 )

34 (4.e)
l0 (4.4)

CONVERSATION

B
A

B
B
B
B

A
A

B
B
B

A

A
B

A
B

C
B

c
c
c
C

Table 2 above seemso bear out the impressionistic description of the linguistically

relevant characteristics of the three conversations in 1.3. above. Indeed. Conv. C has the
lowest D/A percentage and the narrowest distribution along the D/A column: in fact, it

squeezes right at the bottom of the D/A column with only a slight overlap with Conv. B,
presumably, as we argued in 1.3.3. above, because of the more formal character of many

of the topics discussed and the fact that the participants were not having a proper meal at

the time as they were tired and had to have an early start the following day (not that that

stopped them from producing interesting D/A forms). The most widely distributed
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conversation, which also has the highest D/A percentage, is Conv. B, probably because of
the wide difference, in terms of formality, between the topics discussed among adults and
those (very informal ones) <discussed> between adults and children; also, because the
speakers participate differently in these two types of topic (see 1.3.2. above and 3.3. be-
low). Finally, Conv. C has a lower D/A percentage and is less widely distributed than
Conv. B. probably because, as we claimed in 1.3.3. above, though more uniformly infor-
mal it is still less informal than informal sections of Conv. B.

The above regularities can be seen more clearly if we remove from the arrangement
of Table 2 the distorting effect of those speakers whose contribution of nouns does not
exceed 2.5 per cent of the total number of nouns in their conversations. The revised list
appears as Table 3 below in which only the percentage of D/A forms in relation to the
number of nouns used is included for each participant plus an indication of his or her
conversation.

TABLE 3: Participants with noun contribution > 2.5o/o in order of frequency of D/A
forms in their speech.

PARTICIPANTS
Dolly
Nancy
Rubi
Eleni
Vangelis
Cow. B
Periklis,
Cotu. A
Total
Periklis,
Sokratis
Vasilis
Mimis
r asm
Sotiris
Janis
Marios
Conv. C
Periklis,

D/A FORMS
16.8
14.6
13.7
13.3
1 3 . 3
12.3
12. r
1 1 . 8
10.5
10.3
8.3
8.2
6.2
5.7
s.3
5 . 1
5 . 1
4.9
4.4

CONVERSATION
B
B

A
A
A

B
B

A

A
B

A
B

c
B

C
C
c
c

Apart from the greater regularity in distribution of the three conversations along the
D/A column emerging from Table 3, a remarkable fact can also be observed: the D/A
percentage that Periklls, the only speaker who participates in all three conversations, has
achieved in each conversation closely follows the averageD/Apercentage in each conver-
sation. It appears,therefore, that, notwithstanding individual differences in the utilisation
of a variable tendency such as that producing D/A forms, the degree of formality of a
particular situation affects the linguistic production of all the participants with amazing
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regularity: the greater the formality of the situation, the fewer the D/A forms implemen-

ted, and the less the formality the more D/A forms are used.

3.2. An even greater regularity in the relative distribution of the participants of the

three conversations along the D/A column can be achieved if we take into consideration

only the D/A forms proper and ignore the forms which are subject to fossilization (see 2

above). The relevant percentages appear in Table 4 below. Notice that here Periklis as sli-

ghtly higher scores.than the averages of Conv..B and Conv. C but much higher than the

average of Conv. A as a whole. The explanation might lie in the fact that Periklls' being

considerably older than the rest of the participants in Conv. A interprets the situation as

more informal than the younger participants allow themselves to in his presence and in his

house. In contrast Periktis is the same age as the other core participants inConv. B and

Conv. C and therefore his interpretation of the degree of formality of the situation is not at

variance with the average interpretation. It should also be added at this point that the

overproduction of diminutives proper in a situation may be frowned upon by some

purists. Thus the column of <Berlina> in the newspaper Kathimerini, sarcastically com-

ments from time to time on usage of the type: @o ndpete oorcrcdn; (Will you have some

(dear) whisky?> @6l,ere rcpepiroa il yalardn orov roge oog; <Do you take (dear) cream

or (dear) milk in your coffee?> fl6or1 (a3ap{roa; <How much (dear) sugar?>

TABLE 4: Speakers in order of frequenEy of non-fossilised D/A forms in their speech.

Vangelis 13.3
Nancy 12.3
Dol ly I1.9
Periklis, 9.7
Conv. B 9.1
Mimis 6.2
Sokratis 5.8
Tasia 5.7
Periklis, 5.0
Total 4.6
Eleni 3.5
Corw. A, 2.9
Rubi 2.4..
Vasilis 2.0
Periklis, 1.7
Conv. C 1.6
Janis 1.5
Marios 0.5

B
B
B
B
B
B
B

c
A

A
A
A
A

c
c
c
c

As Table 4 above shows, with the exception of Tasia, whose low production (35 no-

uns, 2 D forms) can account for the irregularity, the three conversations are neatly orde-

red along the D/A column without overlapping. It appears, therefore, that functional, i.e.

non fossilised, D/A forms obey the constraints applying on D/A production more strictly

than forms subjected to the process of fossilization. However, in spite of the (relative but
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by no means critical) obscurement of the relevant regularities brought about by the incl-
usion of (semi) -fossilised forms in our calculations we have based our analysis on the to-
tality of D/A forms becauseo as we showed in 2.2.6. above, fossilization is a matter of de-
gree, subject to diachronic change and synchronic (stylistic) variation.

3.3. It will be interesting to see now if the linguistic production of the participants in
the three conversations is differentiated according to sex. In Table 5 below the percen-

tages reached by each sex appear for each ofthe three conversations. In the fractions that
accompany the percentages the number of D/A forms appears over the number of nouns.

TABI-E 5: D/A production according to the sex of the participants in the three
conversations.

CONVERSATION

Conv. B 125
l 0 l 4

(12 .3)

Conv. A 176
r4m

( l 1 . 8 )

Conv. C 34
687
(4.e)

SEX
MALE FEMALE

TOTAL 33s
3  1 8 9
(10.s)

3 t
409

(7.s7)

55
601

(e.l  s)

32
652

(4.e0)

1 1 8
r662
(7.0e)

87
566

(1s.37)

t l7
866

( r  3 .s  l )

2
35

(s .7 1)

p
r467
(14.04)

It is obvious from the above table that females consistently use more D/A forms
than males (on average, approximately twice as many). Whereas, however, female aver-
ages in the three conversations are ordered in exactly the same way as conversation aver-
ages, irrespective of sex, are, i.e.

C o n v B l C o n v A > C o n v C
Females B > Females A > Females C

the order of the male averages is reversed for Conv A and Conv B:
M a l e s A > M a l e s B > M a l e s C

The explanation of the above phenomenon lies, perhaps, in the different participation of
the two sexes in the topics discussed in Conv B: the males are in charge of most of the
<serious> discussion, whereas it is the females that do most of the talking to the children.
In fact, the effect on the speech of the females of having little children as addressees is so
powerful that it compensates for the low D/A percentage of the males; so much so that
CONV. B as a whole achieves the highest percentage of D/A production. In other words
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Table 4 above reveals the fact that sex correlates neatly with the production of D/A suffi-

xes in that females produce more such suffix
es than males in all three conversations. It also corroborates what we have already noti-

ced in the discussion above, namely, that the topic of conversation ({- learned} if little chil-

dren are addressed, and tending more to the {+ learned} end of the <learnedness) con-

tinuum if adults talk to each other) variably correlates with the appearance of D/A suffr-

xes in that {- learned} topics enhance their production whereas {+ learned} topics obstruct

it.
3.4. Richer data would probably reveal further differentiation of D/A production ac-

cording to such factors as education, profession or age. Due to the paucity of our data
(which, however, is rich in naturalness, as we argued in 1.2. above) we will have to refrain

from trying to establish relations between D/A suffix production and additional features

of the context of situation in order to avoid the risk of coming up with distorted findings.

Nevertheless, the point has been made, I hope, that the interaction between linguistic and

situational variation is far from extraordinary and therefore deserves the attention of the

linguist on a routine, rather than a programmatic, basis.

P. Daltas
Scripero 49083
Corfu
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